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NATURE OF CHABGE. Adulteratmn Section 402 (a) ( 3) the product cons1sted

- in"whole or in part of a decomposed substanee by reason of the presence of»

decomposed tomato material.

‘DisposiTioN: May 29, 1946, No clalmant havmg appeared Judgment was
entered orderlng the product destroyed . A

'9585. Adulteration of tomato puree and tomato juice. - U. S. v. 10 Cases,of _'I‘o-

mato Puree and-7%% Cases of ’I‘omato Juice. Default decrees of con-

| demnation and destruction.  (F. C. Nos. 19127, 19128, Sample Nos.
~58166-H, 58168-H.) T )

Lisers ‘FILED: February 21, 1946 Western Distriet of Washington.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT : Onor about October 31 ‘1945, by the Mel-Williams Co. : from :

Sonoma, Calif. .

Pxontro'r., 10 cases, each contammg 6 6-pound 9-ounce cans, of tomato puree

~“and T% cases, each contalmng 12 l-quart 14-ounce cans, of tomato juice at

Seattle, Wash, - - -

"LABEL, IN PART: “Tom Tom Tomato Puree Packed by Valley Cannmg Com-
pany - Sonoma, California,” or “Happy Home- * -~ * * Tomato Juice.”

NATURE oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 402 (a) (3) the products consisted
in whole or in part of decomposed substances by reason of the presence of

- -.decomposed tomato matenal

‘DISPOSITION ;- May 81, 1946, No claimant havmg appeared, judgments of con-
demnatlon were entered and the products were ordered destroyed

'9586. Misbranding of tomato jmce. U. S. V. 258 Cases of ’I‘omato Juice. Consent
_ decree of condemnation. Product ordered released under bond. (F. B. C.
i/t No.,19349. Sample No. 29979-H.) .

Liser Friep:: March 15, 1946, Bastern District of’ Lou1S1ana

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about January 28, 1946, by the Umted States Products :

Corporation, Ltd., from Alameda, Calif.
PRODUCT 258 cases; each containing 6  3-quart cans, of- tomato Julce at New

* 'Orléans, La. Examination showed that a portion. of this product, identified by -

+a certain code mark, was tomato puree and not, as 1abeled, tomato juice.

.LABEL, IN PART: “Slgnet Brand Fancy California Tomato Juice.”

'Nature or CHARGE: Misbranding, Section 403 (a), the label designation, “Tomato
& uice,” was false and ‘misleading as apphed to tomato puree. )
DIsPOSITION - ~April -23, 1046. -The United States-Products Corporation, Ltd.,
..San Jose, Calif,, c}almant having consented. to the entry of a decree, Judgment

N~ "ot condemnation was entered and the product.was ordered released under -bond

to be relabeled under the superv1s1on of the Food and Drug Admlmstratlon

Y

9587.~ 'Adnlteratlon of canned tomato pnree smd tomato past 0. S. v. Sun Ga.r-
den Packing Co.’ Plea of guilty.: e, $500. . (F. D. C. No. 17782, Sam-
ple Nos. 6042—H 11805--H, 28415—H 28455—H 29306-H )

INFORMATION FILED b February 13, 1946, Northern District of Cahforma, agamst )

‘the Sun Garden Packing Co., a partnershlp, San Jose, Calif.

ALLEG—ED SHIPMENT : Between the approxunate dates of November 10, 1944,
and January 15, 1945, from the State of California 1nto the States of New
- York, Massachusetts, Washlngton and New Jersey.

. LA;EL{: 131 PA?RT‘ “Red BoW Puree of” Tomatoes,’? or “Green Bow ‘Tomato

' aste.’

NATURE or CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 402 (a) (8), the product consisted

" in whole or in part of a decomposed substance by -reason of the presence of
decomposed tomato material.

DisposiTIoN: March 13, 1946. -»A, plea _of gullty having been entered, the
defendant was fined $500 ' '

9588. Adulteratlon of toinato pa,ste and tomato puree. ’U. 8. v.. Uddo & Taormina

Co." and Vineent G. Taormina. - Pleas of guilty.” Corporate défendant
fined - $300; individual defendarit fined $100 on each of 7 counts, with
sentence suspended on count 8, and placed on probation for 2 years.

92922--F to 92924-F, incl., 92930-F
INFORMATION FIrEp: October 8, 1945, District of NeW Jersey, against the Uddo

& Taormina Co., 2. partnersh1p, Vmeland N, J., and Vincent G. Taormina, a
,member of the part;;e,rshlp

o—

o

- (F. D. C. No. 16529. Sample l\;os 77250—F 78277-F, 85302-F, 85304-F, b
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' AGLEGED SHIPMENT: On.or about October 14, 16, 17, and 18, 1944, from the State
of New Jersey into-the States of\New York, Pennsylvania, and M:glryland. 4
LaBer, IN Parr: “Mountain Beauty Tomato Paste /[or ‘“Tomato Puree”’]
* % * Packed For La Sierra Heights Canning Co, Inc.—Buena Park-
California.” Cew el s o
NATURE oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section”402 (a) (3), the articles consisted
““in whole or_in part of decomposed- substances by reason of the presence of
decomposed tomato material. R S
DispostTioN : March 20, 1946. Pleas of guilty ‘having been éntered on behalf

of the defendants, the court imposed a fine of $300 against the corporate

defendant. The individual defendant was fined $100 on each of 7 counts of
the information, with sentence suspended on count 8, and he was placed on
probation for 2 years. _ 4 : - )

—
R

9589, Misbranding of tomato paste. U. S. v. 200 Cases of Tomato Paste. Consent
decree of condemnation. Product ordered released. under bond. (¥. D.C.
No. 19506. Sample No. 44543—-H.) - :

Liser Frep:  April 10, 1946, District of Massachusetts. o

ArieeEp SHIPMENT: On or about March 4, 1946, by the F. and M. Importing
Co., from Los Angeles, Calif. : \ _ :

PropUCT: 200 cases, each containing 100 6-ounce cans, of. tomato paste at

Boston, Mass. The product contained less than 25 percent of salt-free tomato

solids. . e o ‘

. LABEL, IN PART: “Progresso Brand Pure Tomato Paste * * * Packed For
- La Sierra Heights Canning Co., Inc. Buena Park, California.” -~ = -

- NATURE oF CHARGE: Misbranding, Section 403(g) (1), the product failed 'to

conform to the definition and standard of identity for tomato paste since the

_regulations provide that tomato paste shall contain not less than 25 percent

of salt-free tomato solids. ,

. DrsposITION : - May 28, 1946. The Uddo and Taormina Co., Buena Park, Cahf,,

- claimant, having consented to the ‘entry of a decree, judgment of condem-
nation was entered and the product was ordered released under bond to be
relabeled under the supervision of the Food and Drug Administration.

9590. Adulteration of tomato puree and misbranding of tomiate paste and apl'i— )
. cots. U. S. v. Thornton Canning Co. Plea of nolo contendere. Fine,
$400. (F.D.C.No.16568. Sample Nos. 73483-F, 84527-F, 84547-F, 29303—H,
- 29312-H.) . ‘ .
INFORMATION FILED: January 25, 1946, Northern District, of California, against
the Thornton Canning Co., a partnership, Thornton, Calif. ' ' -

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: Between the approximate dates of September 14, 1944, and
February 3, 1945, from the State of California into the States of ‘Louisiana,
Ohio, Washington, Rhode Island, and Maryland. L e " \

Propuor: - Tomato puree that was in whole or in part decomposed ; tomato paste
that had not been sufficiently concentrated; and canned apricots that were
packed in sirup defined in the regulations as “Heavy sirup,” and not.packed, as
labeled, in “Extra Heavy Syrup.” . g S .

LABHL, IN PART: “Valley Belt Tomato Puree * *. * Packed For Parrott & -

Co. San Francisco, California,” “Lido Brand Tomato Paste,” or “Amocat |,
Brand * * * Apricots In Extra Heavy Syrup Distributed By West Coast
Grocery Co. Tacoma, Wash.” ) o , o
NATURE oF CHARGB: Tomato puree. Adulteration, Section 402 (a) (3),. the
product consisted in whole or in part of a decomposed substance by reason of
the presence of decomposed tomato material. , e
Tomato paste. Misbranding, Section 403 (g) (1), the product failed ‘to
conform to the definition and standard of identity for toniato paste since it
contained less than 25 percent of salt-free tomato solids. - i et
..+ Apricots. Misbranding, Section 408 (g) (2), the product failed to. conform
to the definition and standard of identity for canned apricots since its label
" failed to bear the name of the optional packing medium present. :
" DispostTioN: February 8, 1946. A plea of nolo contendere having been
entered, the defendant was fined $400. : . T
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